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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1. Applicant's election without traverse of claims 16-28 in the reply filed on 17 October 
2006 is acknowledged. In addition, new claims 29-35 have been added in the reply filed on 17 
October 2006. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

Refer to page 11, paragraph [0042], line 2, the character reference "base panel 24" 
should be changed so as to read -base panel 20-. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 16-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards 
as the invention. 

It is unclear as to the Applicant's claim invention regarding the claimed limitation of "A 
molded product or container". Is it a molded product? Or is it a molded container? 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 & 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 16,17,19,20,23-26 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by 
Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over 
Brandt '850. Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 shows in Figure 1 a molded product/container (C) 
having an integrally molded multi-panel label (10) molded into a wall of the product/container, 
the multi-panel label comprising a base panel (100) and an overlying panel (130) having 
graphics or other information printed on at least one of the panels (paragraph [0025]), the base 
panel being permanently bonded (paragraph [0004]) to the wall within a recess (inherent within 
molding process) formed by the multi-panel label within the wall during molding, and the 
overlying panel is at least partially separable (via 110) from the base panel (at 115) so that the 
overlying panel is at least partially separable from the base panel to reveal the printed 
information in the base panel (Fig. 1 and paragraph [0029]). Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 
shows the overlying panel having a front surface (135) that is substantially flush with an exterior 
surface of the wall. Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 shows an adhesive (120) layer between 
the overlying and base panels temporarily bonding the overlying and base panel together (Fig. 1 
and paragraph [0029]). Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 shows the adhesive characteristics of 
the adhesive layer are not adversely affected by transmissions of heat from the molten material 
that forms the wall of the product/container. Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 shows the multi- 
panel further comprising a release layer (110) between the base and overlying panels. Franko, 
SR. et al. 2003/0017293 shows the release layer patterned so that the pressure-sensitive 
adhesive layer forms a permanent bond between a first overlapping area (left side at L and 120 
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as viewed in Fig. 2) and a temporary bond between a second overlapping area (right side at 115 
as viewed in Fig. 2) between the base and overlaying panels. Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 
shows the overlying panel having periphery and a first portion of the periphery (right side at 115 
as viewed in Fig. 2) within the second overlapping area so that the overlying panel can be 
peeled away from the base panel for revealing graphics or other information printed on the base 
panel. (Fig. 1 and paragraph [0029]). Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 shows the base panel 
being made of resin film and the overlying panel being made of paper (paragraphs [0023] and 
[0028]). 

In the alternative, if it is argued that a recess is not present and/or the overlying, panel 
with its front surface is not substantially flush with an exterior surface of the wall after the in- 
molding process within Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293, Brandt '850 shows in Figures 2 and 5 
a molded product/container (C) having an integrally molded multi-panel label (Lc) molded into a 
wall within a recess (Fig. 5) formed by the multi-panel label within the wall during molding and 
the front surface of the label is substantially flush with an exterior surface of the wall (Fig. 5). In 
view of this teaching, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
relationship between the integrally molded label and the molded product/container of Franko, 
SR. et al. 2003/0017293 to included a recess for the integrally molded label within the molded 
product/container such that the front surface of the integrally molded label is substantially flush 
with the exterior surface of the molded product/container as taught by Brandt '850 to provide a 
smooth exterior surface void of areas susceptible to marring/damage to the label during 
handling due to it's surface extending away from the exterior surface of the product/container. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Franko, SR. et 
al. 2003/0017293 in view of Schroeder *937. Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 lacks a finger well . 
formed in a portion of the exterior surface of the wall of the product/container to expose a limited 
portion of the overlying panel's periphery. 

Schroeder '937 shows in Figures 1-3B a finger well (302,402) formed in a portion of the 
exterior surface of the wall of the product/container (10,300,400) to expose a limited portion of 
the overlying panel's (28) periphery. In view of this teaching of Schroeder '937, it would have 
been obvious to modify the molded product/container of Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 to 
include a finger well as taught by Schroeder '937 to provide ease of accessibility to the overlying 
panel for removal and/or insertion within the recess of the exterior surface of the wall of the 
product/container, thus positioning the overlying panel out of areas susceptible to 
marring/damage to the label during handling due to it's surface extending away from the exterior 
surface of the product/container. 

10. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Franko, SR. et 
al. 2003/0017293 in view of Brandt '850, further in view of Schroeder '937. Franko, SR. et al. 
2003/0017293 in view of Brandt '850 lacks a finger well formed in a portion of the exterior 
surface of the wall of the product/container to expose a limited portion of the overlying panel's 
periphery. 

Schroeder '937 shows in Figures 1-3B a finger well (302,402) formed in a portion of the 
exterior surface of the wall of the product/container (10,300,400) to expose a limited portion of 
the overlying panel's (28) periphery. In view of this teaching of Schroeder '937, it would have 
been obvious to modify the molded product/container of Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 in 



Application/Control Number: 10/785,523 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3722 

view of Brandt '850 to include a finger well as taught by Schroeder '937 to provide ease of 
accessibility to the overlying panel for removal and/or insertion within the recess of the exterior 
surface of the wall of the product/container, thus positioning the overlying panel out of areas 
susceptible to marring/damage to the label during handling due to it's surface extending away 
from the exterior surface of the product/container. 

11. Claims 21,22,27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 in view of Gartner et al. '363. Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 
lacks the overlying panel being a plurality of overlying panels that are temporarily bonded to 
each other via a pressure-sensitive material including an acrylic emulsion and formed from a 
folded substrate. 

Gartner et al. '363 shows in Figures 1-8 a multi-panel label (8) having a base panel (20) 
and an overlying panel (10,40,43) being a plurality of overlying panels (10,40,43) that are 
temporarily bonded to each other via a pressure-sensitive material' (45) including an acrylic 
emulsion (col. 4, lines 13-16) and formed from a folded substrate (Fig. 6 and col. 5, line 48 
through col. 6, line 28). In view of this teaching of Gartner et al. '363, it would have been 
obvious to modify the multi-panel label of Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 to include, an 
overlying panel being a plurality of overlying panels that are temporarily bonded to each other 
via a pressure-sensitive material including an acrylic emulsion and formed from a folded 
substrate as taught by Gartner et al. '363 to provide the much needed additional space for 
displaying graphics and/or recording information conveyed to the user. 

12. Claims 21,22,27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 in view of Brandt '850, further in view of Gartner et al. '363. 
Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 in view of Brandt '850 lacks the overlying panel being a 
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plurality of overlying panels that are temporarily bonded to each other via a pressure-sensitive 
material including an acrylic emulsion and formed from a folded substrate. 

Gartner et al. '363 shows in Figures 1-8 a multi-panel label (8) having a base panel (20) 
and an overlying panel (1 0,40, 43), being a plurality of overlying panels (10,40,43) that are 
temporarily bonded to each other via a pressure-sensitive material (45) including an acrylic 
emulsion (col. 4, lines 13-16) and formed from a folded substrate (Fig. 6 and col. 5, line 48 
through col. 6, line 28). In view of this teaching of Gartner et al. '363, it would have been 
obvious to modify the multi-panel label of Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 to include an 
overlying panel being a plurality of overlying panels that are temporarily bonded to each other 
via a pressure-sensitive material including an acrylic emulsion and formed from a folded 
substrate as taught by Gartner et al. '363 to provide the much needed additional space for 
displaying graphics and/or recording information conveyed to the user. 

13. Claims 29-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Franko, 
SR. et al. 2003/0017293 in view of Heider '057. Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 lacks a first 
adhesive layer located between the base panel and the wall of the product/container including a 
heat-activated adhesive. 

Heider '057 shows in Figures 1 and 2 a product/container (10) having a molded multi- 
panel label (L) with a first adhesive layer (15) located between the base panel (18) and the wall 
(11,17) of the product/container including a heat-activated adhesive (col. 2, lines 27-37). In view 
of this teaching of Heider '057, it would have been obvious to modify the molded 
product/container of Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 to include a first heat-activated adhesive 
layer located between the base panel and the wall of the product/container as taught by Heider 
'057 to provide for a strong adhesion of the label to the product/container which is undergoing a 
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similar elevated heating environment during the in-mold process, thus eliminating potential 
adverse affects of heat causing poor adhesion. 

14. Claims 29-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Franko, 
SR. et al. 2003/0017293 in view of Brandt '850, further in view of Heider '057. Franko, SR. et al. 
2003/0017293 in view of Brandt '850 lacks a first adhesive layer located between the base 
panel and the wall of the product/container including a heat-activated adhesive. 

Heider '057 shows in Figures 1 and 2 a product/container (10) having a molded multi- 
panel label (L) with a first adhesive layer (15) located between the base panel (18) and the wall 
(11,17) of the product/container including a heat-activated adhesive (col. 2, lines 27-37). In view 
of this teaching of Heider '057, it would have been obvious to modify the molded 
product/container of Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 in view of Brandt '850 to include a first 
heat-activated adhesive layer located between the base panel and the wall of the 
product/container as taught by Heider '057 to provide for a strong adhesion of the label to the 
product/container which is undergoing a similar elevated heating environment during the in-mold 
process, thus eliminating potential adverse affects of heat causing poor adhesion. 

15. Claim 33 is are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Franko, SR. 
et al. 2003/0017293 in view of Heider c 057, further in view of Dronzek, Jr. et al. '261. Franko, 
SR. et al. 2003/0017293 in view of Heider '057 lacks the overlying panel being perforated so 
that a portion of the overlying panel can be separated along the perforation and peeled away 
from the base panel. 

Dronzek, Jr. et al. '261 shows in Figure 2 a multi-panel in-mold label (4) having a base 
panel (portion attached to bottle 2) and an overlying panel (4a,4b,6), wherein the overlying 
panel is perforated (starting at notches 8a,8b) so that a portion (6) of the overlying panel can be 
separated along the perforation and peeled away from the base panel. In view of this teaching 
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of Dronzek, Jr. et al. '261, it would have been obvious to modify the multi-panel in mold label of 
Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 in view of Heider '057 to include the overlying panel with a 
perforated, removable section as taught by Dronzek, Jr. et al. '261 to allow for easy removal of . 
an informational section, thus displaying additional information located on the base panel which 
is conveyed to the user. 

16. Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable- over Franko, SR. et 
al. 2003/0017293 in view of Brandt '850, further in view of Heider '057, further still in view of 
Dronzek, Jr. et al. '261. Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 in view of Brandt '850, further in view 
of Heider '057 lacks the overlying panel being perforated so that a portion of the overlying panel 
can be separated along the perforation and peeled away from the base panel. 

Dronzek, Jr. et al. '261 shows in Figure 2 a multi-panel in-mold label (4) having a base 
panel (portion attached to bottle 2) and an overlying panel (4a,4b,6), wherein the overlying 
panel is perforated (starting at notches 8a, 8b) so that a portion (6) of the overlying panel can be 
separated along the perforation and peeled away from the base panel. In view of this teaching 
of Dronzek, Jr. et al. '261, it would have been obvious to modify the multi-panel in mold label of 
Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 in view of Heider '057 to include the overlying panel with a 
perforated, removable section as taught by Dronzek, Jr. et al. '261 to allow for easy removal of 
an informational section, thus displaying additional information located on the base panel which 
is conveyed to the user. 

17. Claim 34 is are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Franko, SR. 
et al. 2003/0017293 in view of Heider '057, further in view of Matthews et al. '431. Franko, SR. 
et al. 2003/0017293 in view of Heider '057 lacks the presence of an adhesive deadening agent 
applied so that the overlying panel can be more readily peeled away from the base panel. 
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Matthews et al. '431 shows in Figures 8-14 a multi-panel label having an adhesive 
deadening agent (216 at 215) applied so that the overlying panel (202) can be more readily 
peeled away from the base panel (201). In view of this teaching of Matthews et al. '431, it would 
have been obvious to modify the multi-panel label of Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 in view of 
Heider '057 to include an adhesive deadening agent as taught by Matthews et al. '431 to allows 
for more readily peeling away the overlapping layer from the base layer. 

18. Claim 34 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Franko, SR. et 
al. 2003/0017293 in view of Brandt '850, further in view of Heider '057, further still in view of 
Matthews et al. '431. Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 in view of Brandt '850, further in view of 
Heider '057 lacks the presence of an adhesive deadening agent applied so that the overlying 
panel can be more readily peeled away from the base panel. 

Matthews et al. '431 shows in Figures 8-14 a multi-panel label having an adhesive 
deadening agent (216 at 215) applied so that the overlying panel (202) can be more readily 
peeled away from the base panel (201). In view of this teaching of Matthews et al. '431, it would 
have been obvious to modify the multi-panel label of Franko, SR. et al. 2003/0017293 in view of 
Heider '057 to include an adhesive deadening agent as taught by Matthews et al. '431 to allow 
for more readily peeling away the overlapping layer from the base layer. 

Conclusion 

19. Any inquiry concerning the content of this communication from the examiner should be 
directed to Michael W. Talbot, whose telephone number is 571-272-4481. The examiner's 
office hours are typically 8:30am until 5:00pm, Monday through Friday. The examiner's 
supervisor, Mrs. Monica S. Carter, may be reached at 571-272-4475. 

In order to reduce pendency and avoid potential delays, group 3720 is encouraging 
FAXing of responses to Office Actions directly into the Group at FAX number 571-273-8300. 
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